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INSTITUTIONAL RESPONSE OF MAGAZINE PUBLISHERS OF AMERICA 
TO INTERROGATORY OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 

USPSIMPA35. In response to USPSIMPA-24-33, Magazine Publishers of America 
provided aggregate “1997 MPA Postal Profile” results, 

a. 

b. 

C. 

d. 

Does MPA know generally how its members’ mailings are prepared and how that 
preparation has changed for each of the last ten years? If so, please explain 
fully. 

Does MPA have any general information about its members’ mailings which 
would indicate, by year, the changes in make-up such as changes in average 
bundle size, changes in containerization, and the average number of bundles 
and pieces per container7 If so, please explain fully. 

Does MPA have any general information about its members’ mailings which would 
indicate in percentage terms, what savings, if any, its members have experienced 
in their mail preparation costs (excluding postage) due to changes in the make-up 
of their mailings. If so, please explain fully. 

Even if a percentage cannot be calculated for such savings, as requested in 
subpart (c) above, please indicate whether or not MPA knows or believes that its 
members have experienced savings. 

Response to (a) through (d): 

In its objections to interrogatories USPSIMPA-3-33’ the Magazine Publishers of 

America (MPA) stated it did not have in its custody and control, nor did it have available 

to it, the information required to respond to questions such as those posed here. Id. at 2. 

Pursuant to discussions between counsel for MPA and counsel for the Postal Service, 

however, in response to those earlier interrogatories MPA did provide on February 5, 

‘Objections of Magazine Publishers of America to Postal Service Interrogatories 
USPSIMPA-3-33 AND USPSIMPA-Tl-3-33, February 2, 1998. 
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INSTITUTIONAL RESPONSE OF MAGAZINE PUBLISHERS OF AMERICA 
TO INTERROGATORY OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 

1998, aggregate results from a confidential survey of its members’ mailing practices, the 

“1997 MPA Postal Profile,” and record references to similar surveys which MPA provided 

in conjunction with proceedings in dockets R90-1 and MC951 .’ 

The tables contained in the attached one-page document, designated “Attachment 

to Response to USPSIMPA-3B, summarize the information provided in the 1997 survey 

and the two surveys provided in conjunction with Dockets R90-1 and MC951, and give an 

indication of the changes in mail preparation activities of its members with respect to such 

matters as container type, degree of presort, weight, advertising and nonadvertising 

content, and piece distribution by automation level. 

MPA has no information as to the costs its members incur with respect to mail 

preparation efforts. 

Zlnstitutional Responses of Magazine Publishers of America to Interrogatories of 
United States Postal Service (USPSIMPA-I-34)(February 5, 1998); Revised aggregate 
results were filed on February 18, 1998, Supplemental Response of Magazine 
Publishers of America Revising February 5, 1998, Responses to USPSIMPA-2-33. 
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Attachment to Response 
Characteristics of Periodicals Mail Based on Three MPA Surveys to USPS/MPA-35 

t 
RSO-I I MCBS-1 1 R97.i 

0.56691 0.52661 0.5356 

Avenge Percentage of Content 

I R90-1 1 MC95-1 1 R97.1 
Advertising 
Nonadvertising 1 

49.9%1 43.1%1 45.1% 
50.1%1 56.9%1 54.9% 

RBO-1 MC954 

DD 

Type of Container 

Piece Distribution by Plesort Level 

Piece Dlstrlbution by Automation Level 
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DECLARATION 

I, Rita Cohen, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing answers are 

true and correct, to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief. 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have this date served the foregoing document upon all 

participants of record in this proceeding in accordance with section 12 of the rules of 

practice. 

Washington, D.C. 
February 25, 1998 


